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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/20/2008 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 8-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Postrel (US 6,594,640 B1 ) in view of Martinez et al (US 6,1 1 9,229), Atalla (US 
4,268,715), and Durst, JR et al (US 2001/0032252 A1). 

4. In re claim 8, Postrel discloses a point transfer system including first and second 
databases (figure 4, 54 and 52), each storing point information, comprising: 

point information updating means for updating the point information stored in the 
first database (column 6, lines 47-50). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The point offering 
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means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 18, lines 19- 
25) as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces 
substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. 
See MPEP 2183. 

point inquiry request receiving means for receiving a point inquiry request 
(column 6, lines 7-1 1 and column 1 1 , line 66 to column 1 2, line 1 ). This limitation meets 
the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. 
In order for the account information to be obtained, the user logs in and requests said 
information through the web browser and by entering the appropriate information. The 
point inquiry means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 
19, lines 2-7) as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's 
specification. See MPEP 2183. 

point transferring request receiving means for receiving a point transfer request 
(column 6, lines 20-37). This limitation meets the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and 
thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. The point transferring means of Postrel 
are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, line 18 to page 16, line 8) 
as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces 
substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's specification. 
See MPEP 2183. 

point information returning means for returning the point information stored in the 
first database when the point inquiry request is received by the point inquiry request 
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receiving means (column 6, lines 25-30). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The point information 
returning means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, 
line 18 to page 16, line 8) as it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 
However, Postrel does not disclose: 

secret identification information updating means for updating secret identification 
information stored in the first database in association with the point information when 
the point information stored in the first database is updated by the point information 
updating means; 

secret identification information returning means; 

the point transfer request receiving means including secret identification 
information; 

first point transferring means for updating the point information stored in the first 
database to decrease a point balance and returning point transfer allowance data when 
the secret identification information included in the point transfer request received by the 
point transfer request receiving means matches the secret identification information 
stored in the first database; and 

second point transferring means for updating the point information stored in the 
second database to increase a point balance when the point transfer allowance data is 
returned by the first point transferring means. All of the previous limitations meet the 
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three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. 
Atalla teaches: 

secret identification information updating means (column 3, lines 45-48). The 
means of Atalla is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 21, line 24 to 
page 22, line 1 1), as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's 
specification. See MPEP 2183. 

a transaction that occurs only when the secret information (the ID) from one file 
matches the secret information from the other (column 3, line 54 to column 4, line 7). 
The verification method of Atalla is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 
21 , line 24 to page 22, line 1 1 ) as it performs the same function in substantially the 
same way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

providing the secret identification information when requested (column 3, line 54 
to column 4, line 7), thus returning the information. 

While Atalla and Postrel are silent on returning secret identification information 
upon receiving a point inquiry request, it is a well known feature in the art to allow for 
the retrieval of secret identification information upon request by a user. There will be 
cases in which the user forgets his or her password to an account, and thus, may 
request for the password to be emailed or otherwise sent to the user as a reminder, as 
can be seen in Durst (paragraph [0134]). The request being a point inquiry request is 
merely an obvious design choice, as one skilled in the art could choose to send any sort 
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of information upon the request for secret information, or alternatively, to send secret 
information in the point inquiry request, without undue experimentation and with 
predictable results. Finally, while Durst does not return both point and secret 
identification information, Atalla has already been discussed regarding secret 
identification information. One skilled in the art would have found it obvious to return 
both information types, as it is an obvious design choice that yields the predictable 
result of allowing a player access to the information related to their account, whether it 
be their secret information or point information. 

While Atalla and Postrel do not explicitly disclose a comparison means for 
comparing information with data in a database, this is an obvious design choice. 
Postrel is directed towards allowing players to trade in points accumulated in frequent 
use programs, such as in a credit card or similar card. Such cards often require the use 
of a PIN to access the account (for example, when a user inserts the card at an ATM). 
Inherently, this number would be compared with the database owned by the company, 
to ensure that the user's password or PIN matches the database records. Without such 
a safeguard, anybody would be able to use anybody's account, leading to mass 
fraudulent activity. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the first and second point transferring means with the methods of 
Atalla and Durst for the predictable improvement of improving security of data 
transmissions between stations by making it unnecessary to transmit user-identification 
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information between the stations, while making it possible for users to be reminded of 
their secret information. 

5. In re claim 9, Atalla teaches the secret identification information updating the 
information based on a random number (column 3, line 45 to column 4, line 7). 

6. In re claims 10 and 11, please see rejection for claim 8. 

7. In re claim 12, Postrel discloses a network game system, comprising: 
a first game (column 1 1 , lines 41-44) server (figure 4, 20); 

a first database (figure 4, 54) connected to the first server for storing point 
information in association with user identifying information related to the user in the first 
server (column 7, lines 14-19 and figure 5, 54, "user accounts," "user preferences," 
etc.). As disclosed, database 54 stores the user's reward exchange account, and 
transfer of points into said account is possible (column 7, lines 21-23). 

a second game (column 1 1 , lines 41-44) server (figure 4, 1 0, 1 2, or 1 4); and 

a second database connected to the second server (figure 4, 52 and column 6, 
lines 17-20) for storing point information in association with user identifying information 
related to the user in the second service (column 5, lines 39-43); wherein 

the first game server includes 

point information updating means for updating the point information stored in the 
first database (column 6, lines 47-50). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The point information 
updating means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 18, 
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lines 19-25) as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's 
specification. See MPEP 2183. 

point information returning means for returning the point information stored in the 
first database when the point inquiry request is received by the point inquiry request 
receiving means (column 6, lines 25-30). This limitation meets the three-prong test per 
MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 112 6 th paragraph. The point information 
returning means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 15, 
line 18 to page 16, line 8) as it performs the same function in substantially the same 
way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

point inquiry request receiving means for receiving a point inquiry request 
(column 6, lines 7-1 1 and column 11, line 66 to column 1 2, line 1 ). This limitation meets 
the three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. 
In order for the account information to be obtained, the user logs in and requests said 
information through the web browser and by entering the appropriate information. The 
point inquiry means of Postrel are considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 
19, lines 2-7) as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's 
specification. See MPEP 2183. 

However, Postrel does not disclose: 

secret identification information updating means for updating secret identification 
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information stored in the first database in association with the point information when 
the point information stored in the first database is updated by the point information 
updating means; 

secret identification information returning means; 

the point transfer request receiving means including secret identification 
information; 

first point transferring means for updating the point information stored in the first 
database to decrease a point balance and returning point transfer allowance data when 
the secret identification information included in the point transfer request received by the 
point transfer request receiving means matches the secret identification information 
stored in the first database; and 

the second game server including 

second point transferring means for updating the point information stored in the 
second database to increase a point balance when the point transfer allowance data is 
returned by the first point transferring means. All of the previous limitations meet the 
three-prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 U.S.C. 1 12 6 th paragraph. 

Atalla teaches: 

secret identification information updating means (column 3, lines 45-48). The 
means of Atalla is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 21, line 24 to 
page 22, line 1 1 ), as it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in applicant's 
specification. See MPEP 2183. 
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a transaction that occurs only when the secret information (the ID) from one file 
matches the secret information from the other (column 3, line 54 to column 4, line 7). 
The verification method of Atalla is considered an equivalent to applicant's means (page 
21 , line 24 to page 22, line 1 1 ) as it performs the same function in substantially the 
same way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
applicant's specification. See MPEP 2183. 

providing the secret identification information when requested (column 3, line 54 
to column 4, line 7), thus returning the information. 

However, Postrel is silent on said second server providing the second service 
directly to a user, as it communicates with the central server. Martinez teaches a 
system that provides services to users via a server (figure 1 , 20). Said server may 
comprise a plurality of servers (column 3, lines 8-16). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize multiple servers to 
provide services directly to users as taught by Martinez, as it is a well known design 
choice to provide multiple servers, due to the fact that a single server has a limited 
capacity for bandwidth, and eventually will be filled to capacity, which is easily rectified 
with the addition of extra servers. 

While Atalla and Postrel are silent on returning secret identification information 
upon receiving a point inquiry request, it is a well known feature in the art to allow for 
the retrieval of secret identification information upon request by a user. There will be 
cases in which the user forgets his or her password to an account, and thus, may 
request for the password to be emailed or otherwise sent to the user as a reminder, as 
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can be seen in Durst (paragraph [0134]). The request being a point inquiry request is 
merely an obvious design choice, as one skilled in the art could choose to send any sort 
of information upon the request for secret information, or alternatively, to send secret 
information in the point inquiry request, without undue experimentation and with 
predictable results. Finally, while Durst does not return both point and secret 
identification information, Atalla has already been discussed regarding secret 
identification information. One skilled in the art would have found it obvious to return 
both information types, as it is an obvious design choice that yields the predictable 
result of allowing a player access to the information related to their account, whether it 
be their secret information or point information. 

While Atalla and Postrel do not explicitly disclose a comparison means for 
comparing information with data in a database, this is an obvious design choice. 
Postrel is directed towards allowing players to trade in points accumulated in frequent 
use programs, such as in a credit card or similar card. Such cards often require the use 
of a PIN to access the account (for example, when a user inserts the card at an ATM). 
Inherently, this number would be compared with the database owned by the company, 
to ensure that the user's password or PIN matches the database records. Without such 
a safeguard, anybody would be able to use anybody's account, leading to mass 
fraudulent activity. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the first and second point transferring means with the 
method of Atalla and Durst for the predictable improvement of improving security of data 
transmissions between stations by making it unnecessary to transmit user-identification 
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information between the stations, while making it possible for users to be reminded of 
their secret information. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 8-12 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Furthermore, the obviousness of certain 
features has been discussed in the new grounds of rejection, such as providing both 
point and secret information when requested. The inherency of comparing secret 
information is also noted. It is a well known feature in the art to compare secret 
identification information provided with the information stored on a database. Such a 
feature is implemented in ways such as passwords, PINs, and fingerprint scans. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KEVIN Y. KIM whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3215. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, alternating 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on 571-272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John M Hotaling II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/Kevin Y Kim/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



